We appreciate the response to our paper (1) from Weiland et al. (2) . Rather than a point-by-point rebuttal, we focus our reply on three fundamental issues in their response. First, the response overinterprets our study. We claimed that data rebut common perceptions of section 7 consultations, imposing a heavy regulatory burden nationwide. That claim need not rest on an "economic" analysis because it is reasonably inferable from our key findings: only one jeopardy opinion out of 88,290 consultations and a median consultation duration well below the 135-d deadline. An economic analysis would help quantify the monetary costs and benefits of consultations, but our study never intended to address that inquiry or suggested that consultations should impose no costs on regulated entities.
Second, rather than rebut our conclusion, the example and anecdotes from Weiland et al. (2) actually demonstrate one of our cautionary messages: the importance of examining how a law is implemented generally, instead of only in exceptional situations. The Delta smelt example is perhaps the most misleading consultation to reference because it covers one of the most complex and controversial environmental projects approved under the Endangered Species Act in recent times. Even so, the reasonable and prudent alternatives (RPAs) for the Delta smelt are only required if water in the Bay Delta exceeds certain levels (3). Because of the extended drought in California, the RPAs did not apply from winter 2013 through at least May 2015 (4, 5). The 700,000-acre ft restriction that Weiland et al. (2) cite applied only from November 2012 through January 2013 (6). The Delta smelt consultation is also an outlier because it was the only consultation out of 88,290 that required RPAs. Even if the economic impacts of RPAs were high, they are limited to 0.001% of consultations.
Third, the response overlooks the increase in the number of consultations but the far lower percentage of jeopardy findings during our study period compared with prior decades. These results suggest that the regulatory impact of the consultation process has dropped. As our paper (1) explains, one possible reason for the decline is that federal agencies have learned to propose projects with reduced impacts earlier in consultation, sometimes even before it begins. By doing so, they can minimize the duration and intensity of negotiations with the Fish and Wildlife Service over project design. Thus, not only have the outcomes of consultations changed but the process may have become more efficient for certain types of projects.
Weiland et al. (2) have not offered any data showing that the "economic implications" of consultations have been "substantial" during the past 7 y and have overinterpreted our paper in response. Their anecdotes are not census or sample data from which valid general inferences can be drawn, and are, in fact, biased examples. We encourage people to collect and analyze data on the costs of section 7 compliance, and then to submit the results for peer-review publication. Until that happens, our data are among the most valuable to inform public policy on section 7, and a vast improvement over relying on misleading anecdotes.
